Attachment to Independent Case Review Report 
For CDRU # 4841 Case file # 95-255S41 



Material Examiner: Malone (RQ^ 

Remarks: 

Case resulted in a trial, testimony transcript not provided. 
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INDEPENDENT CASE REVIEW REPORT 

Independent Review conducted by: ^ 0f^(/^ ^ 



Area(s) of Expertise: ptf/?g*L 4? C $fffi/*€<<\f 

Review commenced at: JftUt? fiift (Time), <2# % $gj/f, ff?tf (Date) 

Laboratory^): &\PQ tftf $ UC H S RQVftt 

i^n?^ 5 uc iy t/fy rqRii 

7 



Examiner(s) & Symbols 



Reviewed Not Reviewed Reviewed Not Reviewed 

□ 

O □ □ D 



DO □ □ 



Materials Reviewed 

Trial testimony iranscript(s) of: 



Testimony Dale(s):v Pages: 
Laboratory Report(s): 



Laboratory Number: ^%^Q j % $ 14 £ ^ Um Dale; t b&Z. 
Laboratory Number: Date: 

Labora.ory Number: >^ IQQ f4 J tft, U< Z% I/H P**: 

Examiner Bench NoiM of:./ Iffi -rfp j>^- # £ U£ M %{? Hlf 



Laboratory Number: 
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Page / of ^ 1 
Initials: $ tf/fif 



Was any other material reviewed? □ Yes Tj^No 
If yes, please identify and/or describe the material: 



Results of Review 

Filetf: ?f£ Item or Specimen # Reviewed: 



Review of Laboratory Report(s) and Bench Notes: 



Note: Numbered comments are required below or on 
additional pages for any "No" or "Unable to Determine* Responses 



1 ) Did the examiner perform the appropriate tests in a scientifically acceptable manner, based on the methods, 
protocols, and analytic techniques available at the lime uf the original examination^)? 

□ Yes □ No J^Unable to Determine 

2) Are the examination results set forth in the laboratory reports) supported and adequately documented in 
the bench notes? n Yes Vno O Unable to Determine 



Review of Testimony: 



Note: Numbered comments are required below or on 
additional pages for any "No" or "Unable to Determine" Responses 



^Transcript not available. 

3) Testimony consistent with the laboratory report(s)? 

4) Testimony consistent with the bench notes? 

5) Testimony within bounds of examiner's expertise? 



□ Yes □ No O Unable to Determine 

□ Yes □ Mo □ Unable to Determine 
□ Yes □ No □ Unable to Determine 



Page of 



Initials: 



Comments 
(Set forth by above question #, if applicable. 
Use "Additional Comments" Sheet, if needed) 





CmrJf, tffrupf <((^l^ l&to#<(ir?fU rtpf/J'tir firtffysfojfXfo 

, / J ! ( 



Review completed at: }$ fffi (Time), / J / (Date) 
Total time spent conducting review (to nearest 1/4 hour): Hyf* 



I hereby certify lhat l conducted this review in an independent, unbiased manner and thai the results of my review 
are fully documented on this report consisting of a total of *2 pages. 



(Signature) (Dale) 
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Attachment to Independent Case Review Report 
For CDRU # 4841 Case file # 95-255841 



Material Examiner: Rudolph fIJS) 

Remarks: 

After research it has been determined that the Laboratory worksheet (30622037^ of 
Examiner Rudolph (TJS) is missing from the case fileatjthe time of review by the 
Independent Scientist , 

Case resulted in a trial, testimony transcript not provided. 
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INDEPENDENT CASE REVIEW REPORT 

Independent Review conducted by: j$ //fi Pt Af- Pl/tZ* / 



Area(s) of Expertise: &Xf?foS/ fl.MA /y^fS 

Review commenced at: / Q * (Time), ^ /3&^& ^ (Date) 



FiEe#: 



Laboratory S(s): ^P&Z&.pZ'J 5 U US 



3ob }&&4rq S u/t U s £<2 /At 



Examinees) & Symbols 



Reviewed Not Reviewed Reviewed Not Reviewed 

□ □ D 



□ □ □ □ 

□ □ □ 



Materials Reviewed 
Trial testimony iranscript(s) of: ^/ J7 Af£~* 



Testimony Date(s): Pages: 
Laboratory Report(s): 



Laboratory Number: ~3 & / O <£f Dale ' &//5*//9 f$3 

Laboratory Number: 3 JZ typ Date: I 

Laboratory Number: 3 3 7 Date: . V 

Examiner Bench Notes of: ^^f^L^f D 

Laboratory Number: 3&te> /P£>4-f S 14 ICS ^" <3 l^M 
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Initials: 



* , 

Was any other material reviewed? ^ Yes J □ No 

If yes, please identify and/or describe the material: ^ ft ^ J ^ /Tt&ft^- 



Results of Review 



Fileff: #<^- £SS~84-f ItemorSpecimcngReviwed: Q 3. QS G> O /& 
Review of Laboratory Report(s) and Bench Notes: 



Note: Numbered comments are required below or on 
additional pages for any ( *No" or "Unable to Determine" Responses 



1 ) Did ihe examiner perform the appropriate tests in a scientifically acceptable manner, based on the methods, 
protocols, and analytic techniques available at the time of the original examination^)? 

^Yes □ No □ Unable to Determine 

2) Are the examination results set forth in the laboratory reports) supported and adequately documented in 
the bench notes? 5^ eS ° ^° D ^ na ^' e 10 Determine 



Review of Testimony: 



Note: Numbered comments are required below or on 
additional pages for any "No" or "Unable to Determine" Responses 



"^Transcript not available. 

3) Testimony consistent with the laboratory report(s)? 

A) Testimony consistent with the bench notes? 

5) Testimony within bounds of examiner's expertise? 



L □ Yes o No □ Unable to Determine 
□ Yes □ No □ Unable to Determine 
□ Yes □ No □ Unable to Determine 



Initials: /tfttJ 



File #: 



Comments 

(Sci fonh by above question # t if applicable. 
Use "Additional Comments" Sheet, if needed) 



Review completed at: J Q : jf-O jQ& /J\me), ffi [3& f &'4— (Date) 

Total time spent conducting review (to nearest 1/4 hour): i^^i 



I hereby certify thai J conducted this review in an independent, unbiased manner and that the results of my review 
arc fully documented on this report consisting of a total of pages* 



l?//a^ v. fokSfa*. 9/30/04 - 

/(Signature) (Date) 
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Review # 3-22 Bufile # 95-255841 

I remember ibis case and did testify in it. There are two basic conclusions reached. One 
analysis was of material taken from two dynamite wrappers and what we found was consistent 
with dynamite. We found NG/EGDN and nitrate ion which is consistent with dynamite. The 
second conclusion was based on an analysis of the black substance found on one of the 
specimens. It physically was consistent with a DuPont Tovex sample and had MMAN hi it, 
which at that time, only matched a DuPont water-gel. We could only identify that this sniff is 
DuPont's Tovex, and it was. The reviewer inquiries why we combine rwo wrappers to detect 
sulfur. Actually, and I assume he knew, we did not combine the wrappers, just the material from 
them and ran one XRPD and got good results. It should be noted thai when we analy2ed these 
specimens we were under the impression that only DuPont's Tovex had MMAN as a constitent 
Recently retired EU UC J. Christopher Ronay, now the president of the International 
Manufacturers of Explosives confirmed that during this time only DuPont was utilizing MMAN 
in their watergel/slurries. 



« MMA <man«ntth)faTOie}. How can «rtc*jde from this analysts ttelS cs DuPonr 



Twee There ire rtm siurrie mat utto* memytair™ rrtnrt* m a xra^rer Why a« two 
™ppera comtanttj on XRPO to detect suttuT? Ve/y quotioratle cortluwa ^ Tr S 
ka« must t* reviewed. Hold f3e. 
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